History 100.06		Fall 2010

Visual Analysis
Due Date:  Friday, 10/1, 5pm.  Please submit electronically via email in some form of Microsoft Word.
Format Checklist:
· 4 pages
· 11 or 12 point font
· Pages are numbered
· Line spacing:  2
· Footnotes (not in-text citation or endnotes)
To write papers that rely on visual evidence you need to be able to write about and describe a visual object.  More than that, most of us need more training in looking:  the careful, systematic, slow looking that will help you see and understand more.  Obviously, it helps to know some questions to ask and some things to look for, but you also need to be open to new impressions and to details that you might not have expected.  We have been working on looking at and describing maps already in each session of the course, so you have a lot of ideas of what to look for.  Now is your chance to practice writing about what you see.  We are using the Hereford World Map for this assignment for a couple of reasons:  1) it is well-supported with a beautiful new facsimile and with many published images that you can study outside of class; 2) it is very important (and beautiful!) and amply repays careful observation.
What should be in your paper?
· Papers should always start with an awareness of the audience.  This is audience is not me, but rather someone smart and thoughtful who may never have seen a medieval map and has certainly never seen the Hereford Map.  So begin with an overview description:  how big is it? What materials is it made out of?  What shape?  What parts or elements are there?  
· What is the content or coverage of the map like?  What information can the viewer expect to find?  Consider things like “time” or “history” or “salvation” as well as information about places and peoples.
· How did the mapmaker use elements like color, line, conventional icons, scale, generalization of shapes, framing and the other cartographic tools we have been identifying and studying?  
· What is the overall ‘message’ of the map?  This is debated, so discuss the possibilities you are aware of and what visual evidence supports the different interpretations.   This is where you will pull together threads that you have mentioned in the earlier sections to show how they support different interpretations of the map’s purpose.  Which interpretation do you support and why?
